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RE: Interplastic Corporation 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

Dear Ms. Neswick: 

I represent Interplastic Corporation. The purpose of this let ter is to follow 
up the conversation that I had with the EPA and you earlier this month 
concerning the Interplastic Corporation site located in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 

Our position is intended only to s ta te that this site has already been 
extensively scrutinized and surveyed. During the past several years, the 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA), the City of Minneapolis and 
representatives of Hennepin County have conducted extensive surveys of the 
Interplastic site and have established and approved extensive plans for this site 
covering air, ground water, surface water, above and below ground storage tanks, 
sewer, waste records and disposal of waste. These plans were accomplished with 
our cooperation. We have, at considerable expense, undertaken and made 
substantial improvements to our site to control environmental problems, and we 
continue to do so, all under the auspices and control of the MPCA. 

The MPCA, which might ordinarily be expected to have requested your 
assistance, has no knowledge of your intended involvement. That raised the 
question as to why or by whom this site has been designated for examination. I 
also questioned why we were not contacted by the EPA itself, and advised that 
they had indeed identified our site and that your organization had been engaged 
to do the needed survey work. I found general acceptance of these concerns a t 
the EPA. 

I indicated to you that during the last week in May we were going to 
conduct a test of our monitoring wells. Those tests have been done and results 
will be available at MPCA within the next two weeks. 

I want to again s ta te that we are fully aware of the concerns that exist and 
of the authority vested in EPA. Our position is not intended as an obstruction to 
that process. It is our view, however, that good sense dictates that some effort 
be made to determine from the MPCA (Mr. George Johnson) what has been done, 
and whether any additional work needs to be done, before another agency 
involves itself at this late date . 
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I was expecting that EPA, through your offices or otherwise, would first 
examine what conditions exist, and what has been done and continues to be done, 
before EPA determines that a further involvement of EPA is required. I had also 
expected a written confirmation from you that you would proceed in this 
manner. Since I have not heard from you, this let ter is written to confirm what, 
according to my understanding, will be the approach to this mat ter . 

Very truly yours, 

Robert L. Henretta 

RLH/kp 

cc: Regional Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protective Agency 
Region 5 
230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

James D. Wallenfelsz 

William L. Sofko 

Mark J. Brost 
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